
Before the  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

Appeal #8392-93 F i e se l  Const. Ca. and Ronald and Richard Cohen, appellants .  

The Zoning Administrator D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appellee. 

On motion duly made, seconded and unanil!lousl.y ca r r i ed  the  f o l l o ~ j - n g  Order 
was entered on October 19, 1965: 

As the  res l i l t  of an inspection of t h e  proy*,:r by the  Board, and ffom t h e  
rcccrds and t h e  evidence adduced a t  the  hearin;, t h e  Bozrd f inds  thefollowing 
facts :  

(1) Appellant's p!.operty i s  i r r egu l a r  i n  shape havinc: a frontage of 
21~7.13 f e c t  on Eorr$ Road and 80.15 f e e t  on Napleview Place. The Bocrd 
f inds  t h a t  appel-l8nt has proven a case of hardship w5thin the  provisions of 
Sect. 8207.U of the  Z o ~ i n g  Regulations due t o  d i f f i c u l t  topography and grades 
on t h e  property and "he i r r e g u l a r  shaae of the  property. 

(2) The Board i s  of t he  opinion t h ~ t  the  ,gr?.nting of an FAR of .9 and 
29.H l o t  occupancy i n  l i e u  of an FAR of 0.65 and an occumnc:r of 25% a s  
required by Sect ion 3307 of t he  Zoning Regplations i s  warranted due t o  the  
i r r egu l a r  shape of the  l o t  and t h e  unusual topography exist in:  on t he  e i t e .  

(3) In  view of the  above it i s  our opinion t ha t  t h i s  r e l i e f  c m  be granted 
without subs t an t i a l  d e t r i m e ~ t  t o  t i e  public qood and without subs tan t ia l ly  
im,a:.rin,.: t h e  i n t en t ,  purpose, and i n t e g r i t y  of  the  zone plan a s  enbodied i n  the  
Zoning Reg;ulations rind maps. It i s  a l so  our opinion t h a t  a den ia l  of t h i s  request 
- ould result i n  pecul iar  and exceptional  p r ac t i c a l  d i f f j . cu l t i e s  and undue hardship 
upon the  owner of t h e  property. 

(4) There was objection t o  the  granting of t h i s  appeal reg i s te red  a t  t h e  
pubihic h e r i n g ,  


